113. THE ASIATIC TRADERS COMMISSION
The British Indian traders have before them a very difficult task about
submitting their claims regarding vested interests created before the war,
and in view of the fact that the Commission is to hold its preliminary meet-
ing on the 14th instant, it may not be amiss to study the reference to the
Commission.
It is wide enough in its scope, but in this instance the fact that the
terms are so general gives rise to many intricacies and to the question:
what are to be treated as vested interests? In the first place, the
Commissioners are to
consider the cases of certain Asiatics and to enquire and report as to the
number of such traders, and the nature and value of the vested interests claimed
by them in respect of their having been allowed to trade outside locations.
Thus, the Commissioners have no power to deal with the trading
question at all, but merely to submit a report to His Excellency the
Lieutenant-Governor. The strict interpretation of the reference would
appear to be that they are not even to value the vested interests or to
determine their nature, but merely to report what the Asiatics may have
to say on these points. If so, the question is very simple. All that the
British Indians have to do is to state in what manner, where, and how long
they have been trading, whether they had partners or not, and what value
they place upon their good-will and business, because vested interests
would include not only the actual price of the goods in which they dealt
on the outbreak of war, but also the price of good-will. It is, however, in
putting a valuation on it that the greatest difficulty will arise. Then comes
the most thorny question as to who are the Asiatics that would be allowed
to file their claims. We know that, according to the terms of reference,
they are defined as
those who were trading in the Transvaal  in towns outside locations without
license at and immediately before the outbreak of hostilities.
A British Indian, therefore, before he can file his claim, has to prove
1.  that he was trading in the Transvaal;
2.  that he was trading outside Locations;
3.  that he held no license;
4.  that he was trading at the outbreak of hostilities;
5.  that he was trading also immediately before the outbreak of hostili-
ties.
If we are not mistaken, "and" occurring after aat" should read ccor"
in the above quotation, because the whole of the debate in the Legislative
Council went to shew that the intention was to respect the rights of those
who either traded actually at the outbreak of hostilities or immediately
before. And yet we find that the claimants, in accordance with the refer-
ence, have to shew that they were not only trading at but also immediately